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..n Appeal has hee,i Ii] ed on behalf of die property iwuer ith the Slate Board it

Equalization on AiiUst 5, 21.105.

Iirs flintier was ievic’ed In the tilidcrslgr’ccl aiI,lIJIiIs1:.ir]vc t.iw Iltilge piiisiIiiiII

to le,mcssce ,,dc Annolitted I . 6-5-I-I! 2. o’-S-IS’:’ and ‘ - 5-IS’ - This

licijn ng Was conducied on Februaji 2. 2006 :11 the Wilson Counn Preipen y Asscis It’

!!tc: prcsent ;I! ‘ic IieiIrIlli’ weic crn I. aLLe]Lt. flue c;’p,tcer. who reprcented

theniselvu’ Jiiririiv Locke flue Vhjloui Cu,1jrit Propeity Asscsir and Jell ‘ i!lC and

Voolarul a!ii from for the "[[Miii County Property Ase5so’s Othuc.

Il,e adrninirr:tiuct- jLJl’e tua Ck}ilSLlIflIiltCi] !iicsc ;i]i1e:t]s lot hpisjljiin because at

ciLiuiui,iIuuIltv ill Lisiici>]I!]’ and Lrgu]’1ents.

Rndings ,jI -r elk! .rncu’I,iv uLoa.

tjhcct piup tics eirs>I at. ,ictjoiniire l,ii on R.liiLc- Sri-cc-! in I c-b.,iiiii.

!r. Vaught prestnled a ]cl!er From Jay Ariili-csv a So,] C’onsu]tanl "]ulc]l

The soils contacted consisted primarily of Han tie&i and SliaIlou 1 3] hott

p_i *!4. liii NI i 14.,, ,i;iil-Lo;i i ..
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Rock Outcropprirg.2 Mr. Vaucr [eSi ] fled that hc bel icid L.,i 14 Parcel 47.1 Pi. I w;ls

wont, $lIlLklriui, lie further sinied lint EicCLLbC L. [ni will lr.’l pcrk lie is liiu’iI oil

can ho E,trrl nii it. lie also >h’teil lFi:’I In, ha’ ii *llIII. :LRl ‘‘ii it which s]ll’Li]d

Iunhcr bnng the 1iri’pedv value in the IicigEIlH]rFn’d down. As ta 15 Parcel 400

lii’ argument is the satire, UIL’ lo LiLl not perk. land yriLil can ‘ml build a home on it.

lime ‘;,I’jc slicitild be cry. Vcr low

‘The basis @1 vIuation a ‘uteri ri Tenneec ‘ode AiHir,tactt]

pro’ jdc’ iii relevant part that I lihe value ci all propel v sh,tl I be ascertained front he

evidence ii iI sound. intrinsic ai,d IiiiIlictII;ilL’ ‘,I:rIe. lr tiE sale bet’’eei’

willitie seller and P "rnilling hurse, without consideration I’speeulaii’e value’

Ge, Icra I appraisal principle’ rluire that the market. cost md meotlie appraclrc

in altrc he used whenever pi’’sihlc. .ppn,is;rL Institute. /ke *I1’v’:,iic! rn Prir/ I.’.rrie at

‘nd C. 12th tx]. 2ttUI lit.’…cvct, certain :jpproaelic’ In ‘aluc lila’ be

meaniihzlul than others sith respect in a specific type oiproperlv and ‘ch is noted in the

L-elrcl.rtinn ifvalue indicators: in &lc!LiUflhJle tile lir.it u]ue csujm:rlc The value iiiIjcntors

iittit he IudieLl iii timx categriric’: I he llflouilt and ii:li;il’ili!v o the data ctllhctid iii

tack pproach: 2 the inherent st’cngths and weaknesses of each approach; and ] tIre

relevance death apprtiacli Iii ‘he .‘uihject ofthe tppmiccrl. hi. ;ri iw_nij3.

‘Ibe v;iluc Ii’ he LIL’LItnic]crl in time presclii c,lse i,iarke ui]lpc. A i!cill.ra]lv

acccplcd delinition it inaret value for ad ‘uplorelir tax IiJrpocc _ that it is the rItual

çe-oh,r!r’ pni’c .‘[W UI iI1PirS tni money that a rn]icr[v iahl bring if exposl fin

s.llc ‘ii [lie rpcri r,tttke ill tin an1s length luili.rcitnn,i liCltcctt a wihhlrii scilci nit] 1

willing buyer, hod, H whom are know]edgcahlc oi1eemitIg all the Liacs to ‘…]urc]u it is

‘adapkl and br ‘vhich it is capable niheing used. hi. t 21-22 etnplars added

tr. Variglu’ ,rruLrtilcrlt iiia tiLe property ihue should he rMticcd hccaLLw millie

vaer peculutroti pn+lcni tflav he ‘ilid hut there w:r’ irrrtinng ‘unreitted in sLalpipri l,is

conlentinhi i rt cal ire. The adnministrativc judge fInds that the fair market value nt subject

propclt as in Januar I nih criitstituiics the rcIant I.SLPLi. lEie adtniitrtratr’c judge

rinds that tile .*scsitic’:uL Appeals .Inlnnssion h,j icpeatedly ie;cctl arguments l,ic]

uptti; the auliount by which an appraisal has increased as a CLIi5UellcC of reapprnl sal.

2 ‘Ir lijc in,t[aIIy cbiericd to the Icc-: F’ci:l ‘dsciIa Lay *ii .lrcws *,Li. i:.mi r:.: 1:1 u!!esiik,

I immi n’ ili,ir lire



For example. lie Comm ssion rcccicd such an arcuineni in F. 8. Kis.cc/i. Jr. Shelby

,tIn:v. lig Ycar II and Ufl2 reaseiiIit! iii [k?diiRt pLi :L L,ITuivs:

lIe raft &ii lFlLE*L*,i*< xi the ise’ri:ertt el the ul’iec! pro]leiiv
Nince the lad rcappraNi ‘‘1 even lasL ‘cir DIU be alarming but is na
evLdelicc that the value i %Tong. It s cecicci ith]e that Va I Icc iTlav
cllat%sc drtmaLicaIl tir >itIe prlpaticx. Ci Cit OVCT SI hon of time
as a ‘car.

LF,e hcsl Lvitlc-nee a !l:e precriI ‘iltj it ii c*eid-itti.t! priipcrtv
gLILel.lII sales 0’ propetit’ t,’Pli:LnLI’Ic hi dtthjecx,

compivable in kitLnrcs relevant to value. Perket cPTIipW*aiJIl]tv i,

not rlui red b u relevant dii rerel ‘cc’ s H ijict he inpI a med an
*accLtUIcd fur by rca’’tr.i5le adjustments. If e’denee .t sale
prcseiited witlioLli lie itt1uircd anaI’N CI ciiiip;ii-;ihiIitv. it k
litlicult x,npiiss,Itlc or tL i,xc Ole .tlc ii’ an ix,dtc,inr ot iluc.

* - :Iml Dcciitii, and t Lnlcr a 2 l,’r&:iiscr, the *‘‘esc,iicc,L
,*ppcals ‘imrnsslon FLL ruled thai ta’es .,i-e irrelevant i.’ the

ii of value. Sec .1’ I C & Pa rric i A. flume SI tel by C . Tax
Year 1991.

AHer Fi:’’ liii: le’ tewed all die evidence in thi c.Lc; the ;LIminNtrntiejudcC tilitis

FEIx! the hx1,aycr Iia not sutaincd FIN burden and hat the subject property should re!taiIi

at lie previously ascsscd val

While dr. Vaught spoke ot other [ii011c-rflCS iii the xic Iib,,jii,,t,tI he I.nled Iii

priiliice ciiniparal.lc prtperliec thu were pidperlv ad,usted ul cualized Lu the sL’Icrt

according to the generally accepted standards of practice fir the tadustrv.

Since ‘lie iap:,ver is apJe;’hLnL! twin ilte detcritiinaLi’nL oF the Vtlso’i C_CLInt>.

Board H Fc1LJ,tIuiation, the hurde,, ot prtit’l k ,ni ha: I:tji;tcr. See State Rn;u’d

Equalization Rule 00011-I 111 and Big f,4. .‘/iiI n Ccol,pain Y. lJtne.ccC LI

Quu//tr CantmI B,,urd. t2I S.W.2J .5l Temi. lOl.

lie I1np.tcr lt;ts Fit,! tt.ct:t’jatI his !iLprilc,t

It is, Were Lore. ORDERED that the tbliowing values remain br tax year 2015:

F’;,rcel 47.0h1*

ltnprtiveui,ei,i ;LIILL’ Total Value .ssesIiteFiL

S45_SOLL lL N43.50l S I
Parcel 46.00:
I_and Value l.prçyeuiten Value :kt’tal Vat .* cses!iiei1t

Li iLl ¶11 Sui ‘lithE $1 D.LPILI

.I.’!;:,i,,!,.iR,3TetC. L2th cd..- ‘ill. pp.4L7.4.l.’ C OT,,Jueaij .c.: i the nrr’ces ‘vhicti
ajLeindcri,,n tsjir:.edj], dtesale.s c.nipar1son approach onipare c,,,,:a.:!:.E:lcLe pripeic:c with

he ‘Insect ttsI,ie cLeli Ic,, i,,l* ct,nip;tr,-nand ,,,liuo Vie pr,ce;.cL’ c’’,,tpir:!h. ‘Lie si,1,, ec i’,0 !:i’ Or

clin,’’,aie the ‘;tLe



It is El [II! It _Rll.:RIfl Nl:ti ‘‘,v Linptic.lh[e ;ftiiln coT lit a’L’wiI

ptlrxuant to cnn. dc Aim. --l5iI4d Hid :e Board oJ l:Iualif..iLiitn Rule

I_IT.
Prti:Lrit ti the UnUbrin Ad:*tiiniLrttLsc Proccd*ares .AcI. Tenn. Coile ‘nfl < 4-5-

.t.:i. Iciiit .]c Anit. * _-iSIl, and lie ItuIL- oil iuIc’iel Case PrI’cc.!LirL oI*

the L,Ic UnairiL i’iL-quatizatioii ILIC ]iLiFljLs are .ILR*d tiftEic töILoi inn remedies:

I - A pazlv 01 av appeal Iii’ decision ant! order to ‘he A 55 C snieiil ApJ’ Ca Is

i!iiIfluiSsR]ii pursuant to Teno. Se Ann. _l 5W ;iiid Rule 4iittti-l-l ol the

,nicsiE ise ‘‘Ti cthiircs i the Slate Ro;Lrd oF F.hLEJIi/.Lti[.n. Iciiii&,st-c

;inioIatcl T -S-I 511c prci iE that an appeal rnusl be riled within lhifl 30 days

From the date SIte initial decision is sent? Rule I- [-.1 1 the Ii!iitt:tctl Case

l,ccilt’rcc Lit lie St:i:c MiiLLrI 1.tjiiali,:ition I1rLtiIL.: thor the .pt.’I flint

Eecu we Seerciai ol [Etc Stile Board and that tile appeal identify the allegedly

errneous findings offact ai’d:or conclusions of law in the initial order’; or

A Jlil’ Jiiaiv petittoit [or recinsiJer.itii’ii ut liii decision

puruaiiI to I Lull. C. ole Ann. 4_5_t17 within :ilicc:u I Sr days or 11w c,itn ot ftc cider.

The petition dr reconsidcracuon roust .slao the pceific rounds upon which relief is

rctlueleLh. the filing itt a ]lCFitiOn for rcconsiderattcn is not a prereqilusitir tuu eokiitn

,itEjiiiiu’’iii’Iie or riailici,iI leijew; or

patty uiidv uciiti,.ui for a slay ti tlcdl’ciie5s of tlus decision aiid order

puNuit Ii’ 1mm. Citdc Aim. 4-S-31 within sc’e:i T cI:ivs ofti:e cnn’ oftlit urder.

This inter Ic’ tint tuic flutail iiiiuih .i: L!lic i;iI ccrl’Iic;,Iv k issi’ch H’ rhic

.se.siiivliL Appeal- C,niinisioii Official certiieates are ni’nnall’ i5SLLLd sCelIl’livc

.1 lays after the enir [ rIte initial decision and order if no paul’ I::u WIle; ilL-il.

ENI NRFI tli!< di. oiMnrcti
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